
EXHIBIT 36

Notice of Motion to Amend Bill of Complaint
and related documents, October 24, 1931
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1 : ?! led 1950 IK EQ.UITY

2 Clerk No. 0-135

3 By Deputy

4 COLE L. U&BVs'OOD
Solicitor for the Plaintiff

5

6 IK THE DISTRICT COURT Of TIffl UNITED STATTSS, IN ATO FOR THB

7 UISTOTGT 01? tWADA.

UNITED STATES OF WSBrCA, )

10 Plaintiff, )

11 -vs-' )

12 ' WALMR 1UVER IBRIGATIOI-T D]:SrnHIC;T, )
a corporation, et al, ;

18 - ) '

Defendants. :
14

15 NOTICE OF KOTIOI'T TO AIvUii.iD B3:LI, OF OOMPLuIJCT.

16
SIRS:

17
PLEASS TAKE NOTICE -tha'b upon the affidavits of }.i. •;';.

18 .

KROKQJJIST, verified October 22, 1930; GISOBCT SPRHvGKEYEK, veri-

fied Oo'to'ber 2S, 1930; and GOLIS L. I&mTOOD, verified Ootober
so

25, 1930, and upon all of -fclie pleadings, reoords and files in

•tbis case, and also upon the -fcestiraony taken before the Special
22

Master heretofore appointed herein, -the plaintiff will move
83

W\e OouT-fc at the Court Boom of the ITni-fced S'fcateEi Dls'trlot Cou]?'fc
24

in -khe Uni-bed S'ba+.es Building In Oarson Cl-fcy, Navada, at the
S5

opening o-f i1ie Court on Monday, November 5, 1930, or as soon
26

-fcliereaf-fcer as counsel oan be heard, for an order permi-b-ting
27

the plain-fciff -fco amend the Amended Bill of oojn.plaint filed
28

herein March 19, 1926, in f'le followin.g respects:
29

1.. To amend uBd change Paragraph 13:1 of the ^raended
30
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1 Bill of Complaint, by striking out the words;

2 "150 oubio feet per second of time"

3 in the third line on Page 9 of -bhe printBd oopy of said A.msnded

4 . Bill of Complaint, and substltu-fcins; therefor:

5 "4'|- feet per acre, measured at the point of
diversion from the river for each aore of land

6 in-ig'ated. duririf, the irrigation season, 'beginning

on or about the 15th clay of March and. extending
7 to and including -?.e 15th day of September in each

year; also a oonstan'b flow of not less than one
8 second foo'l; in each of the main .canals on said

res.ervation now oonstruoted or 1-iereafter to be oon-
9 s'fcruoted, measured at a point at or near •bhe end of

.each said nifc'.ln canal, for sr.ook waterins and domes'bio
10 purposes."

11 2. To amend, and change the said Amended Bill of Com-

12 plaint by adding to paragruph VI thereof, the following;

13 "Provided, however, -bha-fc the plaintiff does not
recognize as effective or 'bindin.t;, or for any pur-

14 pose Vae said Decree in ISquity ^'731 so far 'as it ad-
judioates or attempts to adjudicate or gra.n+, a water

15 right to any person for or appurtenant to, or for use
upon lands that vrere not in -the year 1905 ao-fcuully

16 irrigated (that being the date fixed in the sdid de-
oree for the adjudioation of the 1-ieh'fcs d.escribed

17 "therein), and/or in any case where, on aooount of
lapse of time, aband.onme.nt or non-use, t'no parties

18 , to s&id suit or -fcheir suooessors have lost •t;he watier
right granted or adjudioa'te& toy said Decree ^781.

19 The complainant alleges that the said Decree ^731
a't'fcompts -bo adjudioate and grant water rights for

20 many thousands of acres of land thai; were not' in
•the year 1905 irrigated, and that; were not enti'tl.ed

21 to a- -water riRht. The oomplaimrrfc furt'aer alleges,

acoordine; to its informa-fcion and belief, tha'fc in some
22 oases -fcTie water righ't adjudioa'ted or granted by said

decree in Equity f731, has been aliaacloned or lost by
23 : hon-use or Intentional abandonmen'fc sinoe the mlclng

of said decree. The defendants sbould therefore be
24 required to sef up and estabLish the aore&ges actually

Irrig&ted by them and en -ti -fcled to a water rigta-fc in
25 tho year 1905, and such righ-fcs as th&y olaiiii to have

severally aoquired since that date."
26

S7 "Provided fu3?'fcher, that -fctie plaintiff does no-t
recognize as effeo'tiv.e or binding tli.e s aid decree in

28 Equity .A'751 so far as the duty or use of water is
oonoerued, for 'fctie reason that said decree in Equl-by

29 ff'731 does no-t fix any period of time when the ainount
of wa.teT expressed in cuttio feet per second may 'be

30 used by the several pur-fcies to said decree; nor li.mi't

-2~
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1 :; the amoun-b of wa'ber in acre foet per season or other-

n'3-se that may be used for the irrigation of tlie lands
S of the par-fcles to said decree or for other purposes;

•and does by its •te.rms peraiit the use of waters of the
3 I ";all<:er River 'without limi-b as to •bime, me-fchod, appli-

oation or use of uny beneficial o'-iarao'ter whatsoever

4 for the irrigation of land, the v/ai;ering of s'took, do-
inestio uses and other beneficial purposes.' The pli'iin-

5 tiff alleges that the use permj.tteci. and au'bually prao-
tlsed. by the defendants herein olaiinlng under said de -

6 cree, is wasteful, not 'beneficial, nor economical in
oharao'ber."

7
3. Change and aiaend the prayer of the said Amended

8
Bill of Complaia'fc in the Paragraph numlierod 4= •fchersof, liy

9 .

striking out; the n'ords in the four--th am'). iPifth lines on Page
10

17 of tho printed copy of said Amended Bill of Complainl,:
11

"150 oubic feet per seoond of 'fcitne"
12

and aubs'fcituting therefor:
13 !

"4i- feet per acre, T-ieaszired a'fc the point of
14 diversion from -the river for eacl) acre of land ir-

riga'bed duriBg the irrigation season,- beginning
15 on or about the 15th day of Miiroh and extending

to and inol-uding -fche 15i-Ii day of Septenber in Raoh
16 . year; also a oonstan'b flow of nofc less tf.ian one Beaond.

foot in eacli of the main oaiials on said reservation
17 i now oonst.ruoted or hereafter to be oons-fcruoted, raeas-

ured at a point a't or near thy end of euoh said ffiain
18 :; oanal> for stook vjatering and doiaes'fcio purposes."

19 :: ' Also to strike out wh.erever else appears in said

SO : Amended Pill of Complaint the words or figures;

21 : "150 oubio feet per seooKd of •kir.ie,"

22 ; and -to subs'titu'be therefor:

20 ' '1A-^- feet per aure, msi^sured at Uie poinl; of

diversion from the river for each acre of land
24 irrigdted durins -the irriga-fcion season,"

25 as lierein alleged elsewhere.

26 : Said motion -will 'be inade upon t, }'ie eround that:

27 (1) AS -to the watBr reo^mreiiion-t: The alLega-tions

28 of ttie amended Pill of Complaint do not properly express -the

29 ' duty or uss of wsi-bsr neoess&ry for the benefioial and eoonomi

30 oal i-rriga-bion of plaintiff's lands; also upon the ground

H.U H, KMUItT

EHO.nE»»M

-3-
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1 ; that -the said Amended Bill of Co.Riplain'b should be Euuended •fco

g oonform to t'ne pr.oof already admlfbed in evidence in -this case

3 , in this respect.

4 (2) On •btie ground tha'l; •bhe amendrnen't made fco 'fclie oom-

5 •plaini, December 28, 1985 and carried in'ko the engrossed and

6 printed Amended Bill of Coraplaia-fc filed V.s.ro'n 19, L9B6, Wds

7 made inadver'bently and withou'k knowledge of tihe actual areas

8 ' irrigated and for v/hlch water rights • exis'fced and ooulcl proper-

9 . ly be claimed by the defendants in this case, Yifho were par-

10.' ties to the suit in vAioh Decree ^731 v.'as entered, referred

11 :; to in th<3 affidavits; the fao-fcB being aa appears from the df-

Ig . fidavits referred to that approximately 60% only of ..•the areas

13 .; vere actually irrlgy.ted at the time fixed in said decree and/or

14 : en-bitled to a v;a'cer- riglrfc as of that or any prior dute; and on

15 't-he fur-fcher ground tbat the said fao-fcs were no't; torongh-b •bo

16 ; the atten'bloa of th.e solicitors for the plain fci'ff and their

17 iraportan't relation to the other facts in this sul-fc was no'fc

18 . 'brought out or made apparent until a very recent time, l;o-wi-t,

19 ,. six weeks prior to t^e making of -this motion; and upon

20 : the further ground in order to do Justice and eciuity 'bo 'the

gl :: plciin-biff and the various parties in this suit, the said pro-

gg ' posed ajiusndraents should be made.

23

24 '• Dated, Heno, Nevada, Ootober 24, 1930.

25
Ool.e L. Harwood

g6 Solicitor for Pl-ainti'ff

27 STKfiLBERT 'A'A'RD of Counsel.

28 TO; Messrs. Green & Lunsford
VI. H. Kearney, .1';sq.. ,

89 A. P. Lasher, Bsq.,
Geo. I... S'anford, .Esq.

30 , gardis Surfimerfielcl, Bsq.
Messrs. Tha'fco'ner & Woo d burn

Vf. V{. Watson, Tgs q.
'^^ylTuw Soliorfcors for Befendants.

-4-
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1

2

3

'4= :;

5

6 ;

7 -

10 ;

11 ;:

12 :

13 i

14

15

16

17

18

19

so

21 •

22

83 :.

24 r

25 .

86

27

28

29

30

.Filed

ey_

1930

Clerk

Deputy

•IN BQ.UITY

No. 0-125

COLE L. HARWOOD
Solioitor for the Plaintiff.

IN TIl'B DISTRICT COURT O? THE m'TITED STAT-KS, JS AN!) FOR TIffi

DISTRICT OF rffiVADA.

UNITED STAI'ISS OF A?^SHIOA,

Plaintiff,

-•vs -

WALKER RIV3R TRBKMTION D.T STRICT,
a corporation, et al,

Defendants.

AFFIDAVIT OF E. W. KRO'l'Tq,UIST, on Motion to amend
Bill of Complaint.

STA'ra aKB DISTRICT O'F K3Vid)A,

County of Washo.e.
ss.

'&. 'fi. KROEQUIST toeing duly sworn, deposes and says:

That he is Foreman and acts as engineer of the Walker River

Indian Reservation, ana is employed in the Indian Irrigation

Service of W\Q Bureau of Indian Affairs, Depar'bment of Vne

Interior, United States.

Tha'b he resides at schurz, N'evada, on the Indian Re-

in the Indian Irrigatl.on Service
serva'bion and has beon employed in various oapaoitie's/ and

ha.B lived on the Walker P.iver Indian Beserva-'bion sinoe Maroh

5, 1919, . exoe-p-k for a period of eight months during ttie year

X9S6. During part of tv\e -fclmo he was ern.p3.oyed under John

A. Beerner, \«'n.o wa.s engineer in charge of the I.ndlan Irrigci-

blon Service on t1ie yfalker River Indian "eservFition, and tha-fc
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1 • he, in oonneotion with the said J'o'nn A. Bee'mer, imde reoon-

2 :: nolssanoe surveys of the entir'e V/alker Ri.ver Basin. On many

g i; ouoaeions ho has made oliservations of the Walker River Basin,

4 .. and during two or three years has been engagsd in making walier

5 .. measurements at, the head ,'aters of ths river on the Kast

6 Fork; db various points on the East Walker; und on the Main

7 , Vfalker Rj.ver, as well as upon the reservation, and has also

8 ; made observations and meusurernents upon the i'iest B'ork of the

9 river, and is familiar •wi'IA the lands irriga-ted upon the

10 entire Walker River Basin, and oupabl.e of Irrig&tion therein.

11 ;: He is also familiar wit.li tbe Irrigation praotioe and •the ir-

18 . rigation systems throughoul; -fc'-ie entire Itesin. That d.eponeat

lg . is a practical irrigation sugineer and understands irriga-tlon

14 . engineering and praotloe generally in this region, and in

15 .. particular upon the Walker River Basin.

16 1: That deponent i.s familiar with the decree of -bliis

17 ; court oonunonly knovm as Decree f751 entered in the case, en-

18 : tit3.ed "Paoifi.o LiTe Stock Oompany, a corporation, (su'b-

19 ; ytitu-fced as ooraylainant in -the place and stead of Miller &

go I.ux, a corporation), Cornplainarit, -vs- 'Phomas P.. Riokey, et

gl 1: al, Original Defendants, ^n'fcelope Valley Land & Cattle Oom-

22 ; puny (a oorpora-bion) e-b al, Substituted Defenrlants, " so that

gg ; t'"e title of the case when ttie decree was entered was:

g4 ; "Paoifio Lives-took Company, a oor-poratlon, oomplairiant •-vs-

g5 .' Antelope Land & Oa-fctle Company, et a.1 , Defendan'bs." Tba-b

25 '^ deponent has made a oompu'fcation of the area of lands which

g7 . were given water rights under that decree. The total area

gg • so given water rights is 85,617.35 acres. He has also made

gg a computation of •blie total flow of water in cubic feet. per

g0 ;. second given or allotted to said lands in said decree, and

ILLtA.M W, KEAFIHEY

-z-
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1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

go

21

g2

23

34

85

26

27

28

29

30

•the total is approximately 1161.16 ou'bio feet per seoonA of

constan-t flow,

In 1905 a survey v.'as made under the suporvision of

L. T'T. Tajrlor, then an engineer in -the Bureau of Reclamation

of the Depar-fcment of the Interior, of the Walker Blver Basin

oovering all of the lands in the basin then irriga'fced, show-

ing the contours of the land, the looabion of phe streams, .

the ditolies, fences, lands cultivu'fced and irrlgated, lands

unoultivated and irrigu-fcecl, crops or .graseies t1ien growing -

in other' words, a complete •fcopoyraphio survey of the Walker

,,-?';lver B&sin was made shovri.ng actual oondi-tions as they oxist-

ed at tTiat time. Deponent hay made an e -x.tisiina. tl on of the

copies of the plats of suoh survey which were received from

the office of the Bureau of Reolamation, and has made a oal-

oulation of the areas of t'ne lands which were irriguted in

1905 as shown by said survey. The to'fcal area actually ir-

rigalied at 'that ime, aoeording to the oaloulations of de"

ponent, based upon the said plats of survey and covering

•the .same lands to whloh righ-bs were asoribed or adjudl'oat.ed

.' in said decree if'751, is 50,138 acres,

Decree #'751 fixes t'ie ri.g'nta of all par'fcies as of the

year 1905. It does not cover all of the lands in the Walker

Bi-ver Basin that 'flere then irrigated, for •the reason tba-fc not

' all of the land-owners in California were parties to the suit.

These lands not inoluded in Decree ^731 were principally in

: Bridgeport l.ieadows on -the East 'A'alker Kiver, and rts head

waters, and the remainder were on the West 'A'alker River In

the upper part of Antelope Valley, and a few hundred aores •

in Leavitt Meadov/s. The oaloula'tions ins.de by deponen-t v/ere

': made upon -b1ie sarne basis as tlie decree, that is to say, only

-Ŵ^J —
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1 the lands -fcha-fc were covered-by Decree //751. were taken in'bo

2 : acooan-t -in making deponent's oalculations. .In making these

3 oaloulations deponsnt partly es'fciniated tiiem 'by observation

4 : and simple measurements, and partly, and mostly in fao'fc, by

5 the use of a planimeter with which he carefully and acoura-be-

6 ly followed +,he outlines of the irrigated lands. Deponerrfc

7 believes that the resu3.-t arrived at in his calculations, to-

8 wit, 50,138 acres, is in excess of the actual area irr'lgated

9 in 1905 as shovm by said plat.s of survey.

10 De-ponent, as above stated, is fnKiliar wi-fch the en-

11 tire Walker River Basin, and wi? the lands no.w irriga'fced

18 , -therein. Rome of -fche lands formerl.y irrigated, partioular-

13 ly in the lower part of Mason Valley, are not now irrigated

14 aud. have not lieen imga'ted for several years last past.

15 ' some lands thut were not irrigated or shown as irrigated by

16 . JbbQ said plats of survey made in 1905, have since been irri-

17 gated, and aooording to deponeats's best iuforma'tlon and be-

18 lief, the aggregate increase of imgated area since 1905

19 i will not-exoesd 10'^, or approxima-bely 5000 ao'res. These

go figures take into aooount the v;ho3.e basin and rela-te •bo Xands

21 . claimed by the aefen&ants.

22 i That deponen-t did not see or have oooaslon to examine

2Z ' the said plats of survey until sometime in the laUer part of

84 August, 1950.

25 Tha-t in deponent.'s opinion •fc'ne aefendants in -bhis

26 .; case should t)e recj.u3.re3. -to show 1;vie aotnal areas of the lands

27 claimed by •feiiem to be entitled to water ris'.hts, both as among

gg themselves and as against plaintiff In this case, and •the

89 ! severs.], priorities -tha'fc their lands should have. since

30 1905 two largo reservoirs have been oons'bruo-bed by -fche talker

1>H H. KunnaV

-4-
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6

7
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12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

82

23

84

85

S6

27

28

29

30

River Irx'igatlon Dlstrlo'b, one of the defendants. One of

these reservoirs is upon -the East Walker River and Bridge port

Valley, and tbe othor on the West Ti'ulker Biver arid A.nt.elope

Valley. The Walker Bi-ver Irrigation Dis-fcrioT; OOVBI'S prao-

tioaUy all of the lands of the defendants in Bevada. Some

of -the defeadaats have also enlarged or aUemp'bed to enlarge

the storage oapaoi-fcy of Twin Lakes in Mono County, California.

The Sierra Pacific Powe.r Oompany is claiming the right to

oonstruot a reservoir in Leavit'fc Meadows; the Walker Biver

Irrigation District is also olalming •bhe rj.ght to build ad"

ditional rBservoirs: the plain'fciff in this case may also

build, a reservoir on the reservation. All of these ttiings

greatly oo-mplioate the situation from a praotioal standpoint;.

All of -the defendants having lands in Nevada have i-igh-fcs in

tbe reservoirs of the Walker Piiver Irrigations Dlstrlol;, so

that the sit.uation is changed. materially fron that existing

in 1905 or in 1919 when Decree ,2-731 was aotually entered.

A water master must necessarily be appointed to have

charge of the entire VMlker River Basin, and in the opinion

of deponent i'b v7lll 'be unjust, both to thes plainti.ff and to

the defendants, to permi't; a decree to be entered in this oaso

teased upon- the adjudioation. made in Deoree ^751. Rights to

water are being olaiiT.ed, and- in some oases onforced by the

defendan-fcs in that case nhioh are not based upon actual fa.o'fcp

as they existed in 1905 or 1919 or at- any time since, and if

legal rights actually were establisTied by Decree ,,731 among

the parties to that suit, ttiey have been los'fc either by

al-iaa&onmen-t or non-use and do not a-b the present -bj.me exist.

This is shovm by the great discrepancies betv'ieen the area

covered toy said Decree //75]. and the areas ao'bually j-n'igated

a-b the tin-ie ascribed to those areas 'by sa-J.d deoree and by

-5-
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W"'u?<-?U"w'

1 presea'fc ooncli'bions. Deponent therefore believes tha-b the

S ',.. oonoession made to the defendants in -the Amended Bill of Oorn-

3 :: plaint, whioh he is Informecf. v;as made on Deoem'ber 22, 1926,

4 • should be wi-fchdram, and -the defendants required, to prove

5 : their rights as they exist,

6 . li;.__W. Kronquist

7 :. Sutiscribed and sworn -fco before me

this g3d day of Oo'bober, 1930.
8 .

Gather nieM. B lai ne y^ _ _

M.KeAfli

^.HEVAO.

9 : Notary Public

10 '•• (S1SAL)

11 !

IS

13

14

15

16

17 ;

18

19.

20

21 i.

28

S3

84

25

86 •

27 :i

28

29 ;

go

"6-
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1 ; Filed . 19BO . IN EqtJITY

2 ,! Olei-k No. 0-185

3 ;: By Deputy

4= .: . OOLE L. HAKTOOD
Solicitor for U-ie Plaintiff.

5

6 :: IN THIS DISTRICT COURT 01? THiL' UNITED STATES, IN AND FOK THE

7 : DISTRICT O? MEVADA.

9 .. UNITED STATSB W AtfSRIOA, )

10 Plaintiff, )

11 : -VS- ) A ff F I D A V I; T

12 , WALKER Hm;Ti T.RKIGATIOK DISTRICT, )
a corporation, et al, . : •

IS " _ ).

Defendants,
14

15 ;,

16 STAT.K -iVND DISTRICT 01? .1\'OT..VDA, . )
S3. .

17 • County of yfashoe. )

18 ;
n'EOiy;}'; ypKIKCMEYER being duly sworn deposes and says:

19 .
That 1ae was formerly United States A'fc'borney for the

20 ;
Distrio'fc of Nevada, and as suota ac-bed as sol.iol-bor for the

21
United States j.n tM.o suit from -the time of its corainsnoement

28
until his term of office expired in 1986.

zz :,

24 ',. With reference to .the amendment -fco the oomplaint wlrioh

25 ,; was prepared and filed by deponBQ-fc Deoeaber 28, 1925, ana

26 -which vias oarrled into ttie printed bill whioYi was filed l&u-oh

27 . 19. 1926, the facts regarding t'ne sai'd amendment were thati

28 ; -thero had been oonferences and negotia'tions regariling u s-bipu-

89 ; lation l-ie-tween •fcha par-ti.es for -bhe purpose of shortening the

30 trial of the case. These oonferenoes and -fc'ne proposed a-bipu-

WRID000420
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1 : lation between the par-fcles for Uie purpose of shur'fcenin.g the

g ,i -trial of the oase. These oonferences and the proposed sti.pu-

g ., lution had failed because of disagree'ne nts, partly amon.g the

4 : defendants themselves, and part.y be'tv.'een •fcho plaintiff and de-

g ' fendants, but deponent, WAS anxious nevertheless to shorten

6 ; the •trial with the expentation that •the defendan'bs would make

7 concessions to the plalntil'f as the trial progressed. It

3 W8.S •fctaerefore determined by deponent to couoed.e 'bo 'blie defend-

9 ant's who v.'ere parties to Decree //731 the rights ad judged to

10 '•• 'b1ie defendants in the action in this Court en'bitled; "Pacific

11 !: Lives-toolc Company, a corporation, oomplaj.nan-t -vs- T. B.

12 , Hiokey, et al, defendan-ts, " reserving to the Uni'bed States

lg however, its own rights and priority.

14 It was never called to cleponent's attention tliat.a

15 ': survey bad been made of the H-rigated area in the Walker River

-^g Basin by and under the dlreo'fcion of -fc'ne Bureau of Reclamation

^ o'£ the Unrted'States. Deponent took it for granted tiha't the

^g ;; acreages es-fcablished by Deoree //751 were acourate, and were

-^g , based npon actual proof, and doponen'fc was not i.nclinecl -fco

go •' ques-fcion t'ne duty of water or other provisions of the decree,

g^ al-though the decree was not binding upon the United states,

beoause the United Statesms no-fc a par-ty to it. He vra.s

no'fc aware thd-t the decree '/MS in effeot a consent deoree in

g^ whioh Uie parties stipula'fced among tliernselves their respective

gg ^ claims of priority and acreage of lands irrigu'ted, and he WIB

g^ . not aware ?a'b the aotual acreage irrigal-ed in 1905, and/or

gy ;; enti'bled to water rights at •that time, was very much less

gg than VSQ.B fixed by said Decree si-751 - in fau-t abou-t 60^ of -fche

gg ; aoroage fixed 'bi'- said decree. If deponent, had been aware of

go the actual condition of affairs as shown by the survey made

-8-
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1 by the Bureau of Keolaraa-tion, or otheri'd.se usoerfcained and/or

8 , brought -So his knowledge, the complaint would no-fc have 'been.

3 . amended in the respeo-t above indicated, to-Vyi-b, by •'che aiaencl-

4 , men'fc of Jleoeraber 82, 1925, and the oonoessions to the defend-

5 . ants in uffeot i-iiade by said amendmen-fc, would not have t'leen

6 ' made.

7 ' G}J;ORO:K SPRINGM'ETEB

8

9 Su^sor-iYied and sworn to before me

10 ; -this 33rd d&y of Qo'fcober, 1930.

II f
J. N. Ouinn

12 Notary Public
In and for the Coun-fcy of v<aa1ioe,

13 ; State of Nevada.

14 •

15

16 • My Oonanission expires April 5, 1932

17 : (SEAL)

18

19 '

80 ,'

81

82

23 i

24 :

86 '

86 •; •

27

28

89

30
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